
CALIFORNIA REGTONAL WATER OUALIW CONTROL BOARD
SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION

oRDER NO. 92-104

AMENDING NPDES PERMITS FOR THE DISCHARGERS
CITED HEREIN

The California Regional Water Ouality Controt Board, San Francisco Bay Region,
(here.nafter called the Boardl, finds that:

1. The dischargers listed below have been previousfy issued Wasta Discharga
Requirements by the Board under the Nationd Poilutant Discharge Eliminition System
(NPDESI in tha Orders indicated betow:

Diseharoer

GROUP A
City of Palo Alto, Regional Wrter

Ouality Control Plant
Cities of San Jose rnd S!nt! Clarl,

San Jose/Santa Clara WPCP
City of Sunnyrafe, Sunnynrale WPCp
Frirfield-Suisun Sawer District

GROUP C
East Bay Dischargers Authority
East Bay Municipal Utility District

Special District No. I

NPDES Order Date
Number Number Adooted

cAo037834 88-r75 Z1DEC88

cA0037842 89-0r 2
cAoo37621 88-r76
cA0038024 90-lor

I8JAN89
2r DEC88
t 8JUN90

GROUP B
central Contru Costa sanitary District CAo037648 Bg-t70 lsNovsg
City and County of San Fruncisco

Southeast WPCP CA0037664 89-lOt 2tJUNBg

cAo037869 89-098 2r JUN89

cA0037702 89.149 20SEP89

2. The purposo of this Order is to add chronic toxieity cffluent limitations to thg NPDES
permits of the dischargers cited in Finding l. The limitations and provisions required
in this Otder are basgd on State plans and data generuted by tha Effluent Toxicity
Characterizltion Program (ETCPI. Thess !16 dbcussed in mors detail in the findings
below.

The Board rdopted a revised Wrter Ouality Control.Plan for the Srn Fruncisco Bay
Basin (Basin Planl on Decomber 17, 1986, and tho Strte Water Resourccs Control
Board (Stlto Boardl rpproved it on May 21, 1987. This Basin Ptan initirted the
Effluent Toxicity Charecterirltion program lgTCpl in which 25 dischargers (2t majors
rnd 4 minorsl wore required to monitor thoir ettluant using criticrl life stage toxicity
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tests. The purpose of the ETCP is to generate information on toxicity test precision,
test species sensitivity, and effluent variability to allow development of appropriate
chronic toxicity effluent limitations.

On April 11, 1991, the State Board adopted the Water Ouality Control Plan For
Enclosed Bays and Estuaries of California (Enclosed Bays and Estuaries Planl. This
plan establishes an ambient water quality objective outside discharge mixing zones of
no chronic toxicity, expressed as an objective of 1 TUc (chronic toxicity unitl.

The Enclosed Bays and Estuaries Plan specifies that a chronic toxicity effluent
limitation is required in discharge permits for publicly-owned treatment works with a
pretreatment program. The dischargers cited in Finding 1 are required by NPDES
regulations to implement a pretreatment program, and therefore, are required to have
chronic toxicity effluent limitations in their discharge permits.

The Board and EPA have classified the eight dischargers cited in Finding 1 as rnajor
dischargers. These dischargers participated in the ETCP and have completed the
required tests. They are grouped into three general categories, Groups A, B and C,
based on dilution credit and status with respect to investigating sources of toxicity.

The discharges of treatment plant effluent by the dischargers cited in Finding 1,
Group A are classified as shallow water discharges. The chronic toxicity effluent
limitation specified in this Order is based on zero dilution.

The discharges of treatm€nt plant efflu€nt by the dischargers cited in Finding 1,
Groups B and C are classified as deep water discharges because each discharge is
through an outfall with a diffuser. The chronic toxicity effluent limitation specified in
this Order for these dischargers is based on a dilution ratio of 1O:1.

The dischargers cited in Finding 1, Groups A and B, detected chronic toxicity in the
treatment plant effluent during the course of the ETCP and are currently performing
chronic toxicity identification evaluations fflEl or have been required to do so by the
Executive Officer pursuant to California Water Code i13267. This Order requires
these dischargers to continue with their efforts,

The dischargers cited in Finding 1, Group C did not detect sufficient chronic toxicity
during the ETCP to warrant a chronic TlE. These dischargers will be required to
commenc€ routin€ compliance monitoring upon adoption of this Order.

The amendment of waste discharge requirements for these discharges is exempt from
the provisions of Chapter 3 (commencing with Section 21000 of Division 13) of the
Public Resources Code (CEOAI pursuant to Section 13389 of the California Water
Code.

The Board has notified the dischargers and interested agencies and persons of its
intent to amend waste discharge requirements, and has provided them with an
opportunity for a public hearing and an opportunity to submit their written views and
1€commendations.
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t3' The Board. in c pubtic mesting, heerd rnd considered all commont3 pertrining to the
amendmont of waste.discharge requirements for the ebove dischargcs.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED thtt:

A. The NPDES Permits contained in tha Orders cited in Finding t. Group A rhalt be
amended to incrude the foilowing cffruant rimitation:

There shall be no chronic toxicity in the cffluent from the treEtmant plrnt rs
discharged, !bove the levets definad by:

!. rn eleven sampfe medien vlfuer of t TUcr; or

b. a 90 parcentilo valust of 2 TUct.

I lf five or more of tho pEst ton or loss srmples rhow toxicity grertsr than I TUc,
then r test sEmple showing chronic toxiciiy grsrtor than I TUc rcprosenrs
consistent toxicity and a violation of this limitation.

' I TUc cquats 10O/NOEL. The NOEL is the no observable cffect lcvel, determined
from lC, EC, or NOEC vllues. These to?ms rnd their uslg€ in determining
compliance with the limitations lre definad in Attlchmcni a of this Ordei. Ttre
NOEL shall bc based on r criticat life rtage test using thc most rcnsitivc test
species as specified by the Exccutive Ofiiccr. Thc Executiva Officcr msy specify
two compliance species if test drta indicato thrt thcre is attsrnating scnsitivity 

.

between the two species. lf two complianc. tsst specics are rpccificd,
complience shalt be based on tho maximum TUc vatua for thrt discharge sampte
based on ! comparison of TUc vrluss obtained through concurrcnt tcsiing of the
two lpecics.

t A tast stmple showing chronic toxicity graltsr thrn 2 TUc reprcsrnts consistent
toxicity rnd r violation of this limitationl ona or morr of thc prst ton or less
rampfes shows toxicity grclto, thln 2 TUc.

B. The NPDES Permits contained in ths Orders citad in Finding t, Groups B rnd C shail
be amended to include the folrowing cffruant limintion:

Therc shatl be no chronic toxicity in tho cffluent fiom thc trcltmont plrnt as
discharged, rbovg the lcvels defincd by:

t. !n eleven mmple mcdian vlluor of lO TUcr; or

b. r 9O percentile valuer of 20 TUct.
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c.

D.

lf five or more of the past ten or less samples show toxicity greater than 1O TUc,

then a test sample showing chronic toxicity greater than 10 TUc represents

consistent toxicity and a violation of this limitation.

A TUc equals lOO/NOEL. The NOEL is the no observable effect level, determined

from lC, EC, or NOEC values. These terms and their usage in determining
compliance with the limitations are defined in Attachment A of this Order. The

NOEL shall be based on a critical life stage test using the most sensitive test
species as specified by the Executive Officer. The Executive Officer may specify
two compliance species if test data indicate that there is alternating sensitivity
between the two species. lf two compliance test species are specified,
compliance shall be based on the maximum TUc value for that discharge sample

based on a comparison of TUc values obtained through concurrent testing of the

two species.

A test sample showing chronic toxicity greater than 20 TUc represents

consistent ioxicity anJ a violation of this limitation if one or more of the past ten

or less samples shows toxicity greater than 20 TUc.

The NPDES Permits contained in allthe Orders cited in Finding 1 shall be amended to
include the following provision:

Pursuant to 40 CFR 1 22.44, 122.62, and 124.5, the definition of the NOEL contained

in Attachment A of this Order rnay be modified prior to the expiration date based on

guidance issued by the State Board.

The NPDES Permits contained in all the Orders cited in Finding I shall be amended to
include the following provision:

lf there is a violation of the chronic toxicity effluent lirnitation, the discharger shall

conduct a chronic toxicity reduction evaluation (TRE!, which shall initially involve a

toxicity identification evaiuation (TlEl. The TIE shatl be in accordance with a work
plan acceptabl€ to the Executive Officer. The TIE shall be initiated within 30 days of

the date of violation. The objective of the TIE shall be to identify the chemical or

combination of chemicals that are causing the observed toxicity. Every effort using

currently available TIE methodologies snal be employed by the discharger' As toxic

constituents Ere identified or characterized,the discharger shall continue th€ TRE by

determining the source(sl of the toxic constituent(sl and evaluating alternative
strategies ior reducing or eliminating the constituent(sl from the discharge. All

reasonable steps shall be taken to reduce toxicity to the required level. The Board

recognizes tnai identification of causes of chronic toxicity may not be successful in all

cases. Consideration of enforcement action by the Board will be based in part on the

discharger's actions in identifying and reducing sources of consistent toxicity.
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E. The NPDES Permits contained in all the Orders citcd in Finding I shall be emendad ro
include the foltowing provision:

The dischargcr rhall conduct rcraening phase comptiancc monitoring in accordance
with a proposal rubmined to rnd acceptable to the Exccutivc Officar. The proposat
rhall contain, lt a minimum, thg elements specified in Anachment B of this Ordar.
The purposa of tha lcreening is to datermine the most sonsitive tost species for
subsequent toutino compliance rnonitoring for ehronic toxicity. Scraening phase
compliance rnonitoring shr.ll be conducted under eithsr of these two conditions:

l. Subsequent to lny significant change in the naturo of the effluent discharged
through changes in sources or troltment, oxcept thosa changes resulting from
reductions in pollutant concentrrtions lttributrblo to pret?artmont, rource
control, and wrsts minimization gfforts; ot

2. Prior to Permit reissuance, oxcspt when the dischrrgar is conducting a TIE andlor
TRE. Screening phase monitoring data rhrll be includsd in the NPDES Permit
cpplication for reissuance. The information thall bo ts rccrnt as possibla, but
may be based on screening phrse monitoring conductod within 5 years before
the permit expiration date.

The NPDES Permits contained in the Orders cited in Finding 1, Group C shall be
amended to include the following provision:

The discharger rhallcomply with the following:

t. Commence monitoring within threo months of thc date of adoption of this Order,
in accordance with the attached Self-Monitoring Program modifications !s
adopted by the Board. The Self-Monitoring Progrlm may be amended by rhe
Board pursulnt to EPA regulations 4OcFRt 22.62, t22.63, rnd 124.s.

2. Submit a ganeral TIE work plrn accaptable to thg Erecutive Officer three months
after the data of adoption of this Order. lf violation of tho chronic toxicity
cflluent limitation occurs, the dischrrger rhrlt implemcnt th€ TIE work plan within
30 days of thc date ol violgtion.

The NPDES Permits containcd in the Orders citcd in Finding l, Groups A and B shatl
be amended to include tho following provirion:

The discharger thall continuo diligently with toxicity identificltion ovaluation (TtE)
efforts on the troltmont plant efflueil in tccordrncs with work plans rccsptable to
the Executive Officer, and shrll purruo toxicity reduction cvaluations 1TREI rs
rpproptiste. TIE/TRE efforts shall continue until th€ dischsrger demonstrltes that the
discharge complies with the chronic toxicity cfflucnt limitrtion. Ths Board recognizes
that identification ol causes ol chronic toxicity mly not be successful in atl ccses.
Considoration of cnfotcement rction by the Borrd will be based in part on the
discharger's diligencc in identifying rnd rcducing sourcos of persistcnt toxicity.

F.

G.
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H, This Order shall serve as modification of National Pollutant Discharge Elimination

System permits pursuant to Section 4O2 of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act,
or amendments ihereto, and shall become effectiv€ on the date of adoption provided

the Regional Administrator, Environmental Protgction Agency, has no obiection. lf the
Regionil Administrator objects to its issuance, the modifications shall not become

effective until such objection is withdrawn.

l, Steven R. Ritchie, Executive Officer do hereby certify the foregoing is a full, true and

correct copy of an Order adopted by the California Regional Water Ouality Control Board,

San Francisco Bay Region on August 19, 1992.

/.&./rat/tt4<t
5revrru R. RtrcHlE/ t./ Executive Officer

Attachments:
Attachment A - Definition of NOEL
Attachment B - Screening Phase Monitoring Bequirements
Amendments to Self-Monitoring Programs
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ATTACHMENT A

DEFINITION OF
NO OBSERVED EFFECT LEVEL

No observed effect fevel (NOELI for compliance determination is equal to IC23 or ECro. lf
the lCrg or ECzg cannot be statistically determined, the NOEL shall be equalto the NpEC
derlved using hypothesis testing.

Effective concentration (ECl is a point estimlto of the toxicant cori,centration that would
causo an adverse effect on ! qulntal, 'all or nothing,' rssponse (such rs dgath,
immobilizstion, or serious incapacitationl in r givan porcont of the test organisms. It the
effect is death or irnmobility, the term lethal concentration (LCl may be used. EC values
may be cafculated using point estimstion tachniques ruch ss probit, logit, and Spearman-
Karber. ECn is the concentration of toxicrnt (in percent cffluentl thEt clusos t tsspons€
in 25oA of the test organisms.

Inhibition concentration (lCl is a point ostimlto of the toxicant eoncontrltion that would
cause a given percont teduction in r non-lathal, non-qurntal biological msasur€ment, such
ts growth. For cxample, an lC' is the gstimrted concontration of toxicant thst would
cause a 23oA reduction in average young per female o? g?owth. lC vatues may be
calculated using a linear interpolation method such as EPA'r Bootstrap Procsdure.

No observed effect concentrati6n (NOECI is the highest tested concontrltion ol rn effluent
of E toxicant at which no adverse effects are observsd on the rquatic trst organisms at a
specific time of observation. lt is detorrnined using hypothesis tosting.



A.

ATTACHMENT B

SCREENING PHASE MONITORING
REOUIREMENTS

Screening phasa compfiance monitoring is required:

l. Subsequent to rny significant change in the nlturo of tho cffluent discharged
through changes in sources or treatmsnt, sxcept thosa changes resulting from
reductions in pollutant coneentrltions anributrble to pretreatmsnt, source
control, and waste minimiration efforts; or

2, Prior to Permit reissuance. Screening phasa monitoring data shall be included in
ths NPDES Parmit application for rsissuance. The information shall be as ?ecent
as possible, but may bs brsed on gcreaning phase monitoring conductad within 5
years before the permit expiration data.

Design of tha screening phase shatl, at a minimum, consist of tho followinig etements:

I Uso of test species specified in Table B-l and 8-2 (rttachad), rnd use of the
protocols rsferenced in those tables, or rs lpproved by tho Executivs Officer;

r Two strgos:

Staoe t shall consist of a minimum of one brnery of tests conducted
coneursntly. S€lection of tho typ€ of tast rpecies and minimum numbet of
tests shall be based on Trble B-3 (attrchedl; end

Staoe 2 shall consist of a minimum of two test banerias conducted rt a
monthly frequency using the three most 3snsitive tpecics bassd on th€
Stage I tost results and as rpproved by ths Executive Officcr.

r Approprirte controls; and

r Concurrent roferonco toxiclnt tssts.

The discharger shall submit a lcreaning phrse proposal to tho Exscutive Officer for
rpproval. The proposal shatl eddross crch of the clemants listed lbove.

B.

c.
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TABLE 8.1
CRITICAL LIFE STAGE TOXICITY TESTS FOR ESTUARINE WATERS

SPECIES EFFECT
TEST

DURATTON REFERENCE

.lg.
Fre!g!gng!.-eo3tatul8,
@r
rcd clga
tChample-oarwle)

giant kclp
Qvlscp9g$C-eyd!9rd

abolonc
tX"liotts rutuegglCl

oystcr (gg9g@g-!ig!g)
muescl G4filue caCICt

Echinodcrmr
{urchino - Stronovloccntrotue
Durpuratus, S. lrangigcanugl;
lsand dollcr - Dcndragtcr
cxccntricusl

rhrimp
t$pidepd$rhiE)

oilwreidcc
t&n!d!a uetdEtc,

gromh r.tc

nrnrbcr of
clatocrrp!

pcrc.llt gcm*nation;
gcrm tubc lcngth

cbnormal rhcll
dcvclopmcnt

rbnormC rhcll
dcvclopmcnt;
p.rc.nt ruMwl

pcrccnt fcrtilization

pcrcanl ruwivd;
growth; fccundity

larvrl growdr
ratc; pcrccnt anryird

4 dap

7-9 dcla

48 houn

48 houn

48 hourr

I hour

7 dayt

7 dcye

TOXCTTY TEST REFERENCES

l. Amcdccn Socicty for Tcoting Matcriatr (Asru!. tggo. Strndrrd Guidc for conducting rtatic 9$hour toxicity tcets
with microclgoc. Proccdurc E l2tg-gO. ASTM, plriladctplia. pA.

2. Amcrican Socicty for Tccting Mctcdcb (Asrut. t989. Strndrrd practicc for corducting strtic rcut6 tordcity tc6te
whh lcrvac of four lpccica of bivalvc mollurcr. Proccdurc 872+89. ASTM. Philadclphia, PA.

3. Andcron, 8.8. J.w. Hum, S.L. Turpcn. A.R. Coulon. M. Martin. D.L. McKcown, end F.H. Pelmcr. 1990. Proccdurcs
rnrnucl for cotducting toxichy tcrtr dcvdopcd by thc rnrrinc biocrry propct. Crliforni! Stctc Watcr Bccourccs
Control Board, Sccranrcnto.

4. Dinncl, PJ., J. Ut*, rnd o. Stobcr. 1987. lnprowd mcthodology for rcr urclsn rpcrm ccll bioagrcy for mcrinc
w.tcr.. Arclivrr of EnrdronnrntC Contaririnrtion rnd Toxicology t6:23-32. ggg! 8.t. Andcrron. Scptcntcr l, 1989.
Tcchriccl Mcrnorandum. san Francbco 8cy Rcgional wctcr osility control Bocrd. oaklcnd, cA.

5. Wcbcr. C.1., W.B. llonring, ll, DJ. Klcm, T.W. Ncihciccl, P.A. Lcwic, E.L. Robinron, J. Mcnkcdick, .nd F. Kcsolcr (cds.!.
1988. Shott-tctm mothodt for cctimcting thc chronic toricity of cfflucntr and rccciving wltcr3 to marinc and cstuarinc
oiglduno. EPA'COO/+87F28. Nctionrl TcchdcC Informction ScMcc, Springficld. VA.
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TABLE 8.2
CRITICAL LIFE STAGE TOXICITY TESTS FOR FRESH WATERS

TPECIES DUtATtOtl tEFItTNCE

lath.ad rrinmw
(bc$ds-ercgiryt

rrtor flol
G@drotds-tl$lrr

olg.
lSctrnrrtrum cm;co l

orvivrl:
growlh rat.

orttvrl:
trln$a? ol ycung

cdl divlrion ra.

7 &rr

7 dqr

a d.yt

TOXICITY TCST REFERENCE

a. f{oning. w.B. rnd C.l. wobrr todr.l. ttlt. lhon.rrnn rnotfrodr lcr ortirnrtiog thr shronc rcdcity ol r?flrfnrr.rid
t.c.ivine r.t.tr lo lt..hwrt.r orgrrirmr. 3rcort odifion. U.9. t?A ln$rorrnrnbl Modtorirq tyrt.mr trborrtory,
Cincinnrti. Olio. tPA/COO/+ttpOl.

8.3



rf
I

dl

oo j j
c FO.g Pe
=o LEL 9C
^aJaJv ooC' ;;o
.= F(ob E EEc) t Lr^ o oog 5 trc

E E FTU'F o cDcDo 'tr trcE E 'tr'=

= 9, €€o 7 oor>R E EEil .9 EE
t\ E oo
F E EE
E E EE
b I as
= o ro|r)
H ,u f\FE ? 66

= 
? oFe E -g s-e

t s ; 66
e !t O tr+.t F E B&p 3 I roro
'= I = ccF ! E .E.EE L ^ -1.*t

E g EA bB5 a. ='6 6-9
? H. s,a 6.eE u) EU 8'E
E * g: E;E € E=: Efi .s Ee t--; E b.9 EEg q ;5 36E € 6€ o3
6 ra- l-O i.3 b s5 .;P
'A o -c o '=.=I E -6: rt'ud b Ex gE; 9 EE ;Eg .a 6b ;E: E .:E b,+ E .Eg EEM srr e 9; E 5.e, .! -co =EE goF 

= R -E
ts{+

a()
Fa
EulF(J
E
I
(J
E
urF
3
oz
Ei
C'
UJ
E

Ps
n8
OU'
fr9
TAYEv, lL
O2

U'

o
G
3.coo
lt

o
6

.Clo
C!)r
-s >?cr.= iE

G'O G'

og
o

o
6
oo

EOas:3ct.= :t

otlf
oo
rGl

ro

(t,
UJF
OU'r{<o
-()
8p6-

c
6
,o,
C'o

o
o
&!o

E@ag:?
cr.= iF

ort rl

(t
Fz
u,

=u,
E
fo
u,E

.=o
o
.2o
.9
EocoxoF

s(t
qt
o
o
9+-RbF6 X

;3 ;;E'E ti >
z8

d
alto

o
otr
E:c
o
oF

ut
3n

x
o-
(9
z
z
UJ
u,
E
C)a
ulzo
ul
C'

rvr F-t ul
:E'io6lr<aFFz

u,

=UJ
E
3o
ulE
t--
U'ulF
F
(J

=oF



CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER OUALITY CONTROL BOARD
SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION

cHRONtC TOX|CITY
MONITORING REOUIREMENTS

MODIFICATIONS
TO

SELF-MONITORING PROGRAMS

AS REOUIRED BY

oRDER NO. 92.r04
ADOPTED Augusr 19, 1992

FOR

Discharoer

East Bay Dischargers Authority
East Bay Municipal Utility District

Special District No. I

NPDES Order
Number Number

cA0037869 89-098

cA0037702 89.149

Date
Adooted

21JUN89

20sEP89
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MODIFICATIONS TO SMP
oRDER NO. 92-t04

qHRONtC TOXtCTTY MONTTOFTNG REOUTREMENT

A. Tesi Soecies and Freouencv: The discharger shall coltect 24-hour composite
sample of the treatment plant clfluont rt the compliance point 3tttion specified in
the Self'Monitoring Program. for critical life stage toxicity testing in accordance
with the attached tabte. For toxicity tests Taquirin! renewrls, 24-hout composite
oamples collected on consocutive days ara required.

B. Methodoloov: Sample cottection, handling and prasarvation shrll be in
accordance with EPA protocols. The test methodotogy used shall be in
accordance with the referances cited in Order No. 92-104, or as approved by th.e
Executive Officer. A concurrent refersnco toxicant test shsll be performed for
each test.

C. Dilution Series: Shallow wltor dischrrgers {those cited in Finding I Group A of
Order No. 92-1041 shalt conduct tosts !t tOO%, 7S%,5OoA,23oA, and 1 2.5oA.
Deep h,ater dischargers (those cited in Finding 1 Groups B and C of Order No.
92-1O41 shall conduct tests !t 50%, 2SoA,lO%,50,6, and 2.SoA. The '0,6'
ropresgnts psrcent cffluent as discharged.

eHRONtC TOXfCtTy REpoRTtNG REOUTREMFNTS

A. Routine Reoortino: Toxicity test rcsults for tha currgnt tsporting period shall
include at a minimum, lor cach tcst

t. sarhple drto(sl
2. test initiation date
3. test spscies
4. cnd point valuas for cach dilution (c.g. numbcr of young, growth rate,

porcont survivall
5. NOEC vrtue(sl in percent cfflucnt
6. lCse, lC1s, lC6, end lCro values (or ECro, EC' ... rtc.l in p€rcont cffluent
7. TUc values tlOONOEC, t00nC,,, rnd 100/EC2sl
8. Mean porcont mortllity trr.d.l aftcr g6 hourr in tOO% cffluent (if

appticrblal
9. NOEC and LOEC values for rsfarance toxicrnt trst(sl
10. lC'o or ECro value(sl for rcfercnco toxiclnt tcst(sl
t 1. Availabl€ wrt6r quality. molsurrments for crch tast (e.g. pH, D.O,

tomportture. conductivity, hardnogs, ralinity, ammonia I

B. Comoliance Summarv: Each relf-monhoring raport rhall inclr.rdo ! 3ummr?y table
of chronic toxicity dcta from !t lolst rlcvon ol the most rocril lcmples. The
informction in the table shall include the items listed rbovc undor Section A item
numbers l, 3. 5, 6(lC,' or EC6l. 7, tnd 8..

il.



MODIFICATIONS TO SMP
oRDER NO. 92-104

Reoortino Raw Data in Electronic Format: On a quarterly basis, by February 15,
May 15, August 15, and December 15 of each year, the discharger shall report
atl chronic toxicity data for the previous calendar quarter in the format specified
by the Statewide Chronic Toxicity Database Management System.
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MODIFICATIONS TO SMP
oRDER NO. 92-104

TEST SPECIES AND FREOUENCY
CHRONIC TOXICITY MONITORING REOUIREMENTS

TEST SPECIESI' FREOUENCYI'

East Bay Dischargers Authority

East Bay M.U.D., Sp. Dist. l

NOTES
M = Once aach month

Aftef !t lerst twclve tcst tgunds. thG dischlrg?r mry rrqucst thc Erecutivc Officcr ri
deffease the required frcqucncy of tcsting, and/or to rcduec thc number of compliance
species to one. Such r ?Gqu?st mry bc mrde onty t{ torichy crcccding thc TUc vtlucs
specified in thc cfflucnt limitrtionr wts ncyrr obrcrycd using thu tcst rpccies.

The discharger rhrll maka l rclsoneblc cffort to obtrin rprwning orgrnirms for
cchinodcrm rnd mollusc t?sts. This cffon thould, rt r minimum, consigt of ordering 50
(oysters rnd urchinsl or 100 (musselsl rpccimcns from two rupplicrs. Documcntation
should consist of order forms or vcrificetion of order plrccd by tclcphone (signed rnd
clated cntrics in r bound bookl.
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